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Response to Amendment 

This Office Action is in response to a communication made on May 23, 2006. 
Claims 7 and 13 have been amended. 
Claims 1-20 are pending in the application. 

Specification 

The amendment filed May 23, 2006 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132(a) 
because it introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132(a) states that 
no amendment shall introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The 
added material which is not supported by the original disclosure is as follows: "each 
absolute link being a superset of a corresponding relative link by further including a 
domain name" it is unclear what the word "superset". 

Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1, 7, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
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application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. The limitation "each 
absolute link being a superset of a corresponding relative link by further including a 
domain name" is disclosed in the original disclosure or any idea of the absolute link 
being a superset. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1, 7, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 

being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 

matter which applicant regards as the invention. In the limitation "each absolute link 

being a superset of a corresponding relative link by further including a domain name" it 

is unclear what the word "superset" means in terms of the relationship between an 

absolute link and a relative link. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Shah (6292832) in view of Still (6718390), and in further view of Beckerman 

(6029200). 
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Regarding claims 1 and 7, Shah discloses a method comprising: retrieving 
data by one of a plurality of personal content directors each associated with a separate 
local domain (Figure 5, element 506, 510, 514, and 518; Column 8, lines 7-9; lines 18 
- 21 ), (Column 8, lines 1 - 6); and determining a most proximate local domain for a 
client based on subsequent accesses to download data accessible through the absolute 
links (Column 8, lines 1 - 6). 

Shah does not explicitly indicate that the data includes a plurality of relative links; 
translating the plurality of relative links by the one of the plurality of personal content 
directors into a corresponding plurality absolute links that collectively point to the local 
domains associated with the plurality of personal content directors, each absolute link 
being a superset of a corresponding relative link by further including a domain name 
and translating the relative links to point to at least two of the content directors. 

Still discloses a system for redirecting client requests to a more optimal server, 
which discloses retrieving data and if that data has a plurality of relative links (Column 4, 
lines 58 - 60), translating the plurality of relative links into a corresponding plurality 
absolute links that collectively point to the local domains (Column 4, lines 60 - 63) by 
one of the content directors (Column 2, lines 23 - 31 ) and that each absolute link being 
a superset of a corresponding relative link by further including a domain name (Column 
8, lines 11 -15). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Still's teaching in Shah's redirector system in order to 
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manage which server the user interacts with, while the client can operate like its 
communicating with just one server (Column 3, lines 27 - 30). 

Beckerman teaches a system that takes a hyperlink and responds with absolute 
links in the form of a reference file (Column 4, line 63 - Column 5, line 13), that file 
contains a plurality of absolute links which correspond to one or more servers that 
contain the same resource (Figure 5, element 62). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Beckerman's teaching to provide a plurality of links 
corresponding to the same resource located on more than one server in order to allow 
the server issue more than one possible connection link in case of connection problems, 
while maintaining a preferred connection order. 

Regarding claim 2, which depends on claim 1, Shah discloses that determining 
of the most proximate local domain, comprises transmitting data the client; measuring 
return trip time values by the plurality of personal content directors during the 
downloading of the data accessible through the absolute links (Column 9, lines 47 - 55); 
and reporting the return trip time values to the one of the plurality of personal content 
directors (Column 9, lines 56 - 65). 

Regarding claim 3, which depends on claim 2, Shah discloses that prior to 
reporting the return trip time trip values, the method further comprising: storing the 
return trip time values client network cache each the plurality of personal content 
directors (Column 10, lines 43 - 51 , if the devices calculate the RTT, then they have to 
have memory to cache while its calculating and being reported). 
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Regarding claim 4, which depends on claim 1 , Shah discloses that the method 
further comprises: initiating a HTTP GET request by the client; and routing the HTTP 
GET request to the one of the plurality personal content directors (Column 7, lines 59 - 
65; Column 8, lines 31 - 35). 

Regarding claim 5, which depends on claim 4, Shah discloses that the routing 
of the HTTP GET request is conducted a domain name server (Column 7, lines 59 - 
65). 

Regarding claim 8, which depends on claim 7, Shah discloses that the memory 
includes a client network cache to store an Internet Protocol address and subsequently 
measured return trip time (RTT) values for each local domain (Column 9, lines 56-65). 

Regarding claim 9, which depends on claim 7, Shah discloses that the 
processor measures a return trip time (RTT) value experienced during a downloading of 
data associated with an absolute link pointing the local domain (Column 9, lines 47 - 
55). 

Regarding claim 10, which depends on claim 9, Shah discloses that the 
processor further transmits the measured RTT value to a synchronizing personal 
content director (Column 9, lines 56 - 65). 

Regarding claim 11, which depends on claim 9, Shah discloses that the 
processor further receives at least one measured RTT value from another remotely 
located personal content director during a communication session (Column 9, lines 56 - 
65). 
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Regarding claim 13, Shah discloses a network comprising: client to transmit a 
request for retrieval web page (Column 7, lines 59 - 65); and least two personal content 
directors (PCDs) capable of being in communication with the client (Figure 5, element 
506, 510, 514, and 518; Column 8, lines 7 -9; lines 18-21), first PCD of the at least 
two PCDS retrieve the web page and measure a return trip time (RTT) value for 
handling a request to download data accessed by the absolute link directed to the local 
domain associated with the first PCD (Column 9, lines 47 - 55). 

Shah does not explicitly indicate that the data includes a plurality of relative links; 
translating the plurality of relative links associated with the web page into a 
corresponding plurality absolute links that collectively point to the local domains 
associated with the plurality of personal content directors, each absolute link being a 
superset of a corresponding relative link by further including a domain name and 
translating the relative links to point to at least two of the content directors. 

Still discloses a system for redirecting client requests to a more optimal server, 
which discloses retrieving data and if that data has a plurality of relative links (Column 4, 
lines 58 - 60), translating the plurality of relative links associated with the web page into 
a corresponding plurality absolute links that collectively point to the local domains 
(Column 4, lines 60 - 63) and that each absolute link being a superset of a 
corresponding relative link by further including a domain name (Column 8, lines 1 1 - 
15L 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Still's teaching in Shah's redirector system in order to 
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manage which server the user interacts with, while the client can operate like its 
communicating with just one server (Column 3, lines 27 - 30). 

Beckerman teaches a system that takes a hyperlink and responds with absolute 
links in the form of a reference file (Column 4, line 63 - Column 5, line 13), that file 
contains a plurality of absolute links which correspond to one or more servers that 
contain the same resource (Figure 5, element 62). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Beckerman's teaching to provide a plurality of links 
corresponding to the same resource located on more than one server in order to allow 
the server issue more than one possible connection link in case of connection problems, 
while maintaining a preferred connection order. 

Regarding claim 14, which depends on claim 13, Shah discloses that the 
system further measures a RTT value for handling a request to download data 
accessed by the absolute link directed to the local domain associated with the second 
PCD (Column 9, lines 56 - 65). 

Regarding claim 16, which depends on claim 13, Shah discloses a domain 
name server to receive an initial request for retrieval of the web page and to route the 
initial request the first PCD operating as a synchronizing PCD (Column 7, line 59 - 
Column 8, line 6). 

Regarding claim 17, which depends on claim 13, Shah discloses that the 
second PCD of the at least two PCDS transmits the value measured by the second 
PCD to the first PCD (Column 9, lines 56-65). 
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Regarding claim 18, which depends on claim 17, Shah discloses that the first 
PCD determines a most proximate local domain to the client by comparing the RTT 
values measured by the at least two PCDS and selected the most proximate local 
domain being the local domain associated with one of the at least two PCDS measuring 
a RTT value with the shortest duration (Column 10, lines 43 - 51). 

Regarding claim 19, which depends on claim 13, Shah does not explicitly 
indicate that that each the plurality of absolute links translated the first PCD are tagged 
links including a Uniform Resource Locator (URL) tag. 

Still discloses that each the plurality of absolute links translated the first PCD are 
tagged links including a Uniform Resource Locator (URL) tag (Still, Column 5, lines 31 - 
36). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Still's teaching in Shah's redirector system in order to 
manage which server the user interacts with, while the client can operate like its 
communicating with just one server (Column 3, lines 27 - 30). 

Regarding claim 20, which depends on claim 19, Shah discloses that a 
switching device coupled to the at least two PCDS and communication with the client, 
the switching device to detect the URL tag within the request to indicate that the request 
is intended for measuring the RTT value (Shah, Column 7, line 59 - Column 8, line 6). 

Regarding claims 6, 12, and 15, which depends from claims 2, 9, and 13 
respectively, Shah discloses that the measuring of the return trip time values by a first 
personal content director of the plurality of personal content directors includes 
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computing a time difference between arrival HTTP GET request associated with a 
subsequent access to the first personal content director and arrival of a final 
acknowledgement packet at the first personal content director (Column 1 1 , lines 23 - 
29; it takes the http get request, forwards it to the local DRP, which then use the GET 
request to get the client location, and measure the RTT). 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed May 23, 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The applicant argues that the rejection does not disclose "the translation of a 
plurality of relative links into corresponding plurality of absolute links that... point to the 
local domains associated with at least two of the plurality of personal content directors." 
The examiner disagrees, the reference, Shah teaches choosing the fastest best server 
for the user to access and changes a relative link to an absolute link, while when 
combined with the reference, Still, which teaches that when a server is chosen to 
handle user requests every single of a plurality of links should be changed to absolute 
links on the web page that is requested by a user so that each reference the user tries 
to access have already been forwarded through an absolute link to the correct server. 
The reference Beckerman further goes into a new way of providing a plurality of 
absolute links to a user involving more than one local domain, where that method 
involves changing a relative link to a priority if absolute links, where each absolute link 
provides the same reference and the user has the ability to access a different absolute 
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link in case a pervious absolute link did not respond correctly. The benefit of the 
teaching of Beckerman is providing multiple absolute links each directed to different 
content provider enables quick and easy fault recovering in the system in case a single 
content provider fails. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin Bates whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
3980. The examiner can normally be reached on 8 am - 4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571 ) 272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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June 29, 2006 




